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that are written therein,7 Rev. i. 3. This animated the first
Christians to study it so much; but they were soon disheartened
and deterred by its insurmountable difficulties and abstruse-
nesses." Newton, p. 247.

For it is an unquestionable axiom in sacred criticism, that no
historical series of prophecy can be thoroughly understood before
its full accomplishment, until it be explained by the event, which
is most strictly true of this.

Thus " they wearied themselves to find the door" to the
mystery of the two wild beasts'y and image of the beast, and the
number of the beast, 666 ; before the great ecclesiastical perse-
cutiny powers sprung up in the western and eastern Church,
and their genuine offspring, namely, the Papal, Mahometan^
and Infidel powers. Nor is the meaning of this mystical num-
ber yet ascertained, though the " Marts name," Mahomet, in
Greet, MaojcisTfc, seems to have the fairest claim hitherto, in the
amount of its numeral letters, exactly corresponding.

Hence they might, perhaps, have exclaimed with the ob-
jectors to the symbolical prophecies of Ezekiel, so finely applied
in these visions:

" Ah LOED, doth he not speak parables or riddles /" and so?
at length, consider it like Daniel's " sealed book? as not to be
realized neither in that nor in any age, but as merely allegorical.
MichaeliSy IV. p. 475.

2. The natural and necessary results of its mysterious nature^
were the mistaken notions that sprung up early in the eastern
and western churches respecting the momentous doctrine of the
Millennium; which began to be corrupted by gross and mis-
chievous interpretations. A Paradise of delights, or all manner
of sensual enjoyments in eating, drinking, marrying, &c. became
the prevailing notion of the Millenary state among the western,
as well as the Mahometan heretics. This gave great offence,
at a time when the opposite errors of celibacy and the mortifying
austerities of monks and hermits began to be fashionable in both
Churches. No wonder, then, that the succeeding monkish Fa-
thers of the fourth, fifth, and sixth centuries, (on whose evidence
Michael Is chiefly relies,) not only neglected the Apocalypse, but
began to decry both its authenticity and orthodoxy., as contrary
to the purity of the Gospel; and some went so far as to ascribe
it even to the heretic Cerinthus, the adversary of the Apostle.
Michaelis IV. p. 469.